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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 14 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Due to the language added to claim 1 in the amendment filed February 20, 2007, 
claim 14 claims duplicate subject matter and fails to further limit claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 16,20,22,25 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Anglsperger (USPN 6,443,484). 

Anglsperger discloses an airbag cover having a substrate (1) having an exposed 
surface, at least one tear seam (3,3a) disposed in the exposed surface. The tear seam 
is a "narrow point" in shape and in thickness that facilitates rupturing of a unitary 
applique film (4). The applique film (4) is disposed on the exposed surface across the 
tear seam, wherein the tear seam and applique film are frangible and rupture in 
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response to expansion of an inflatable cushion to permit the cushion to deploy through 
the substrate and applique film. The applique film comprises a single layer. 

When viewing Figures 4-5, Anglsperger discloses the applique film (4) having 
contours that are aligned with corresponding contours in the substrate to produce a 3-D 
emblem. This structural detail is considered to be an emblem and a structural detail 
that is part of the "vehicle manufacturer's logo". The shape of the contours in the 
substrate correspond to the shape of the emblem design of the applique film. 

The substrate of Anglsperger is shown to be a flap that moves about a "hinge" 
portion (see Fig. 6) therefore, the substrate comprises a hinged flap. 

With respect to the addition of an element disclosed by Anglsperger as a 
separately attached emblem, that does not prevent Anglsperger recessed portion from 
being considered a three-dimensional emblem. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,5-8,10,11,14,15,31,34-38,40,42 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Wirt et al. (USPN 5,533,748) in view of Preisler et al. 
(USPN 6,180,207) 
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Wirt et al. discloses an airbag cover having a substrate (38 and 46) (as best 
shown in Figs. 6 and 8) having an exposed surface, at least one tear seam (28) 
disposed in the exposed surface. The tear seam is a "narrow point" in shape and in 
thickness that facilitates rupturing of a unitary applique film (18). The applique film (18) 
is disposed on the exposed surface across the tear seam, wherein the tear seam and 
applique film are frangible and rupture in response to expansion of an inflatable cushion 
to permit the cushion to deploy through the substrate. 

The substrate (38 and 46) includes a hinge (32) which therefore defines the 
substrate as a hinged flap. 

The substrate (see col. 6, lines 17-22), the substrate comprises an injected 
material. 

Wirt et al. discloses an airbag cover having a substrate (see col. 5, lines 28-30) 
having a thickness in the range of 1 to 2.5 mm, with that thickness being adjacent a tear 
seam. 

However, Wirt et al. does not disclose an applique film (coating) that is 
substantially transparent that extends across the tear lines and is torn during the 
inflation of the airbag. 

Preisler et al. discloses an airbag cover having applique film (considered a clear 
coat (12). This reference is used to teach the use of a protective "substantially 
transparent" layer over an airbag door/element for the purpose of protection and 
aesthetics. Obviously, the clear coat layer of Preisler et al. would have a thickness of 
no greater than 0.5 or 1 .0 mm since clear coat layers are very thin. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the airbag cover of Wirt et al. so as to provide a 
"substantially transparent" applique film/clear coat as taught by Preisler et al. so as to 
provide protection for the surface the airbag cover. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anglsperger (USPN 6,443,484) in view of Watanabe et al. (USPN 5,172,932). 

Anglsperger has been discussed about but does not disclose the thickness of the 
applique film. 

Watanabe et al. discloses an airbag cover having an "applique film" (32). The 
thickness (see col. 3, line 20-25) is disclosed in the range of 0.2 to 10 mm. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the thickness of the applique film of Aglsperger at not 
greater than 0.5 mm or no greater than 1 .0 mm, as these thicknesses are taught by 
Watanabe et al. as desired thicknesses that would ensure stability and proper tearing of 
the applique film. 

Furthermore, it is within the skill of one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a 
particular dimension (thickness) of the disclosed relative elements in the claimed ranges 
since it has been held that making an element a certain dimension or size involves only 
routine skill in the art. 
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Claims 24 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Anglsperger 9USPN 6,443,484) in view of Wirt et al. (USPN 5,533,748). 

Anglsperger has been previous discussed, but does not disclose the thickness of 
the substrate or that the substrate comprises an "injected material". 

Wirt et al. discloses an airbag cover having a substrate (see col. 5, lines 28-30) 
having a thickness in the range of 1 to 2.5 mm, with that thickness being adjacent a tear 
seam. Furthermore, the substrate (see col. 4, lines 17-21 ) is "injected with a material". 

It would have been obvious to provide a substrate that "comprises an injected 
material" and is "at least 2.5 mm thick adjacent a tear seam" in the arrangement of 
Anglsperger and as is taught by Wirt et al. so as to provide a sturdy substrate made of 
an injected material. 

Furthermore, it is within the skill of one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a 
particular dimension (thickness) of the disclosed relative elements in the claimed ranges 
since it has been held that making an element a certain dimension or size involves only 
routine skill in the art. 

Claims 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Anglsperger (USPN 6,443,484) in view of Hlywka et al. (USPN 5,961,143). 

Anglsperger has been previously discussed but does not disclose the applique 
film having a tear seam aligned with the tear seam of the substrate. 

Hlywka et al. discloses an airbag cover comprising a substrate (as best seen in 
Figure 3) having a "hinged flap" and a tear seam (32) in an applique film (26) that is 
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aligned with a tear seam of the substrate. These structural details perform the function 
of allowing the "flaps" of the substrate to more easily be moved and the film to be more 
easily ruptured as the airbag is expanded though the airbag cover. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the airbag cover of Anglsperger to provide a hinged flap 
in the airbag cover and provide a tear line in the film and aligned with the tear line in the 
substrate as taught by Hlywka et al. so as to allow the arrangement to more easily be 
ruptured and pivoted out of the way during expansion of the airbag. 

Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anglsperger al. (USPN 6,443,484) in view of Preisler et al. (USPN 6,180,207) cited by 
Applicant. 

Anglsperger has been previously discussed but does not disclose that the 
applique film is "substantially transparent". 

Preisler et al. discloses an airbag cover having applique film (considered a clear 
coat (12). This reference is used to teach the use of a protective "substantially 
transparent" layer over an airbag door/element for the purpose of protection and 
aesthetics. This clear coat layer would also have a corresponding shape to the emblem 
details. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the airbag cover of Anglsperger so as to provide a 
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"substantially transparent" applique film (clear coat) as taught by Preisler et al. so as to 
provide a protective layer to the airbag cover. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1+, 31+, 43 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Due to the new rejections and interpretations with respect to the transparency of 
the film, this action is Non-Final. This limitation was in originally filed claims 14 and 29. 

With respect to Applicant's argument (with respect to Claim 16) that Anglsperger 
does not show the shape of the contours of the substrate corresponding to the shape of 
the emblem design, Examiner disagrees and maintains the rejection. Examiner again 
points to Figure 4,5. The substrate is recessed to accept the corresponding shape of 
the emblem design of the applique film (when finally assembled). Examiner is unsure 
whether Applicant is intending to claim the shapes of the emblem (within the applique 
film) prior to final assembly positioning and that these shapes are the same as shapes 
in the substrate and are thus aligned (similar to Applicant's Figure 3). If this is the case, 
Applicant is reminded that characteristics of the intermediate product or elements of the 
product are not patentably distinct from the structure of the elements in the final 
assembly state. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Abrams et al. (USPN 6,544,634), Arpac et al. (USPN 6,620,514). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George D. Spisich whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-6676. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00 to 6:30 
except alt. Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on (571 ) 272-6669. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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